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Sir: 

This responds to the Election of Species Requirement set forth in the Office Action dated 
October 6, 2009. 

In response to the Examiner's requirement on page 2 of the Office Action that Applicant 
elect a specific single species of the polymerizable dichroic azo dye of formula I, Applicant 
elects compound 4 as shown below for examination. 




Applicant submits that all claims are readable on the elected species. 
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This election is made with traverse as follows. Applicant found a new class of dyes 
which can be used in mesogenic mixtures. This property could not be foreseen starting with the 
prior art. A novel mixture of liquid crystals is available with these new dyes. Further, this class 
of new dyes gives access to advantageous properties such as dichroism, solubility, high order 
parameter and the stability of the dichroic polymer (see page 1, second paragraph, in the present 
application). Thus, Applicant respectfully requests that the overall scope of the claimed 
invention be examined. 

In the paragraph bridging pages 4-5 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicates that he 
has required restriction between product and process claims. However, there is no specific 
restriction requirement discussion set forth elsewhere in the Office Action indicating particular 
groups of claims or an analysis of unity of invention. Thus, Applicant does not believe that there 
is actually a restriction requirement in the present case. However, in the event that there is a 
restriction requirement between product and process claims, to advance the prosecution and 
expedite allowance Applicant elects the product claims and requests rejoinder of the process 
claims to the extent possible per MPEP 821.04(b) upon a finding of allowable subject matter in 
the product claims. 

At the bottom of page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicates that the formulae 
with the proviso at end of in claim 1 are not covered by formula I. 

In response, Applicants submit that the Examiner's position about the proviso is incorrect, 
because the excluded compounds would be encompassed by formula I as follows: 
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A t Ilia 




r , 4 A A . . /X2 =straight*chain alkylene residue, 

G1=1,4<"Phenylene / hav1ng 1 atom y^ Bm \ n tm CH 2 

X1 =straight«chain alkylene residue / is replaced by COO 

G21*1,4~pheny)ene 



T with PI is a polymerizable group and S2 is a single bond and m3 and m4 are 0 



A, Ilia 





G1=1,4-phenylene 



'X2 =straight-chain alkylene residue, 
having 1 carbon atom, wherein this CH2 
is replaced by COO 



X1 =straight~chain alkylene residue G21=1 l 4«phenylene 

having 5 carbon atomsm wherein 

CH2 is replaced by NW-, wherein 

W is P2-SP, wherin P2 is hydrogen and SP is a single bond 



T with PI is hydrogen and S2 is a single bond and m3 and m4 are 0 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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